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Abstract
Constitutive heterochromatin comprising the centromeric and telomeric parts of chromosomes includes DNA marked by
high levels of methylation associated with histones modified by repressive marks. These epigenetic modifications silence
transcription and ensure stable inheritance of this inert state. Although environmental cues can alter epigenetic marks and
lead to modulation of the transcription of genes located in euchromatic parts of the chromosomes, there is no evidence
that external stimuli can globally destabilize silencing of constitutive heterochromatin. We have found that
heterochromatin-associated silencing in Arabidopsis plants subjected to a particular temperature regime is released in a
genome-wide manner. This occurs without alteration of repressive epigenetic modifications and does not involve common
epigenetic mechanisms. Such induced release of silencing is mostly transient, and rapid restoration of the silent state occurs
without the involvement of factors known to be required for silencing initiation. Thus, our results reveal new regulatory
aspects of transcriptional repression in constitutive heterochromatin and open up possibilities to identify the molecular
mechanisms involved.
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Introduction
Chromatin can adopt conformations that were first defined
cytologically as condensed heterochromatin and open euchroma-
tin [1]. Subsequent genomic studies characterized euchromatin as
gene rich and transcriptionally active, and heterochromatin as
inert matter, mostly holding transcriptionally silent repeats,
remnants of transposons and DNA sequences without clearly
defined functions. It is, however, remarkable that a very large
proportion of genomic DNA is packaged into heterochromatin,
often overwhelming the amounts of DNA associated with
euchromatin. Such disproportion is especially apparent for large
mammalian genomes [2–4] and those of plants, where in maize,
for example, approximately 85% of DNA resides in heterochro-
matin [5,6]. It is inherently difficult to assign sequence-specific
activities and functions to heterochromatic DNA due to the high
degree of repetitiveness, which may even prevent unequivocal
assembly of sequences at these parts of chromosomes.
Nevertheless, the oldest and best-documented functions of
heterochromatin relate to basic chromosomal activities such as the
formation and behavior of centromeres and telomeres [7–9]. It has
also been postulated that suppressive properties of heterochroma-
tin towards transcription are essential for silencing of transposons,
which are inactivated when inserted into heterochromatic DNA
and passively transmitted through mitosis and meiosis thus
harmless to the host genome [10]. The maintenance of compact
and inert heterochromatin seems to be correlated with the
propagation of particular covalent modifications of DNA and
histones. These modifications, termed epigenetic marks, are
propagated together with replicating DNA. In plants and
mammals, heterochromatic DNA is densely methylated at cytosine
residues (
mC) and is associated with deacetylated histones H3
methylated at lysine 9 (H3K9me). In euchromatin, DNA
methylation levels are lower and H3 gains acetylation and
methylation at lysine 4 (H3K4me) losing H3K9me [11,12].
Transcriptional responses to a plethora of environmental stimuli
have been documented for many euchromatin-associated genes
and/or gene networks. These responses seem to be specific to
particular environmental challenges. Since only a subset of genes
undergoes activation or suppression in response to a given
challenge, this provides an expression fingerprint that allows for
rapid adaptation to a unique or combinations of environmental
stress [13–18]. These responses have been associated with
alterations in epigenetic regulatory mechanisms, such as changes
in the distribution of DNA methylation, histone modifications [19]
or populations of regulatory small RNAs [20,21]. The involvement
of small RNAs (siRNAs and miRNAs) leading to modifications of
epigenetic marks at target genes and/or degradation of mRNAs or
the translational inhibition by post-transcriptional gene silencing
(PTGS) seem to play important roles in stress responses [22]. One
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infection, where plants and invertebrates deploy RNA silencing for
their defense, which involves the production of virus-derived small
interfering RNAs (viRNAs) [23]. In plants, siRNAs (including
natural antisense transcripts-derived siRNAs, nat-siRNAs) and
miRNAs have been shown to participate in antibacterial defense
(reviewed in [24,25]), in abiotic stress responses, and in reactions
to nutrient deprivation (reviewed in [22,24]). Notably, these
adaptations seem to occur in a transient fashion with kinetics
similar to the regulation of transcription by transcription factors.
Therefore, it has been difficult to define whether epigenetic
mechanisms associated with transcriptional gene responses are
causal or secondary to gene activation. Nevertheless, although
stress-induced alterations in euchromatic gene transcription are
well documented, there is only limited evidence so far that
environmental stimuli can alleviate the profound suppression of
transcription in heterochromatin [26], which seems to be
constitutively silenced by multilayer of epigenetic control.
Although this secures transcriptional gene silencing (TGS) in
these chromosomal regions, transcriptional activity at loci residing
in heterochromatin is regained in a number of mutants affecting
epigenetic regulation (see for instance [27–31]). Moreover, results
with combinations of multiple mutations in genes involved in
epigenetic regulation illustrate the very complex strategy securing
stability, robustness and, therefore, persistence of transcriptional
suppression in heterochromatin [29,30,32–34]. The reasons for
such tight transcriptional suppression are not clear, but it can be
envisaged that prevention of transcription in heterochromatin is
required for the structural stability and the function of centro-
meric, pericentromeric and telomeric regions. In addition,
transposon-derived transcription should ideally remain suppressed
to prevent their mobility. However, analyses of Arabidopsis mutants
with distorted heterochromatin structure and released transcrip-
tional suppression in heterochromatin do not fully support these
hypotheses. Two mutations that most drastically affect hetero-
chromatin structure and its transcriptional silencing, met1 and
ddm1, do not evoke chromosome losses or instantaneous
transposon movement despite their transcriptional activation
[35–40]. MET1 encodes maintenance DNA methyltransferase
and DDM1 a chromatin remodeling ATPase [41–43]. Both MET1
and DDM1 are required for propagation of DNA methylation at
cytosines in CG sequences (
mCG) [41–43], which seems to be the
most stable epigenetic mark essential for transgenerational
epigenetic inheritance in Arabidopsis [32]. Interestingly, although
centromeric heterochromatin in both these mutants is decon-
densed and transcriptionally active, no obvious deficiencies in the
functions of centromeres or telomeres have been reported. It has
also been shown that transcriptional activation of transposons is
not directly related to their movement, which seems to be
controlled also at the posttranscriptional level [35,36]. Therefore,
it remains largely unclear why heterochromatin structure and
transcriptional silencing are so firmly maintained and, as a
consequence, it is also unclear whether this part of the genome is
at all able to either perceive or respond at the transcriptional level
to environmental stimuli.
Here we describe an experimental system designed to test the
influence of various environmental challenges on transcriptional
suppression in Arabidopsis heterochromatin. The system exploits
the well-documented observation that multicopy transgenic
inserts tend to acquire properties and epigenetic marks charac-
teristic of constitutive heterochromatin. Such silent transgenic
loci can be activated in mutants affecting epigenetic regulation of
endogenous targets residing in heterochromatin. We applied a
series of abiotic stresses to transgenic Arabidopsis plants and used
the activation of an originally silent transgenic locus as readout
for the destabilization of heterochromatic TGS. This approach
allowed the definition of environmental stress conditions that not
only destabilize transgene silencing but also result in genome-
wide reactivation of endogenous heterochromatic loci. However,
silencing release was mostly transient and was rapidly restored
upon return to normal growth conditions. This transient
activation of heterochromatic transcription occurred genome-
wide and was not associated with changes in DNA methylation or
repressive histone modifications that were examined at a subset of
reactivated loci. Intriguingly, mutations in common epigenetic
gene silencing regulators, including those involved in de novo DNA
methylation or H3K9me, did not prevent rapid resilencing after
stress treatments.
Results
Selection of abiotic stress conditions releasing
transcriptional gene silencing
In order to define stress conditions able to release TGS, we used
the well-characterized transgenic line L5 of Arabidopsis, which
contains a single locus consisting of 3–4 copies of a methylated and
silenced marker gene encoding b-glucuronidase (GUS) linked to
the 35S promoter of the Cauliflower Mosaic Virus [44,45].
Silencing of the GUS transgene is released in mutants deficient for
TGS maintenance [44–48].
L5 plants were exposed at differed developmental stages to salt,
osmotic and temperature stresses of gradually increasing severity
and TGS release was monitored at the transgenic GUS locus using
histochemical GUS assays. Treatments provoking salt or osmotic
stress had no influence on the stability of TGS even close to the
LD50 (not shown). In contrast, thermal stress led to destabilization
of silencing at the GUS locus, similar to a recent study using
different stress conditions [26]. The degree of silencing release was
related to a particular combination of temperature shifts. The
experiments delineating the most effective thermal stress condi-
tions for TGS release are described below.
Author Summary
In eukaryotic cells, DNA is packaged into chromatin that is
present in two different forms named euchromatin and
heterochromatin. Gene-rich euchromatin is relaxed and
permissive to transcription compared with heterochroma-
tin that essentially contains transcriptionally inert non-
coding repeated DNA. The silent state associated with
heterochromatin correlates with the presence of distinc-
tive repressive epigenetic modifications. Mutations in
genes required for maintenance of these epigenetic marks
reactivate heterochromatin transcription, which is other-
wise maintained silent in a highly stable manner. In this
paper, we defined a specific temperature stress that leads
to genome-wide transcriptional activation of sequences
located within heterochromatin of Arabidopsis thaliana.
Unexpectedly, release of silencing occurs in spite of
conservation of the repressive epigenetic marks and
independently of common epigenetic regulators. In
addition, we provide evidence that stress-induced tran-
scriptional activation is mostly transient, and silencing is
rapidly restored upon return to optimal growth conditions.
These results are important in that they disclose the
dynamics of silencing associated with heterochromatin as
well as the existence of a new level of transcriptional
control that might play a role in plant acclimation to
changing environmental conditions.
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(4uC) known to alter DNA methylation [49] and also to influence
silencing mediated by polycomb-group proteins, which is best
illustrated by the vernalization process [50–52]. Cold-exposed and
control seedlings were subsequently subjected to histochemical
GUS staining (Figure 1A–1C). Three or 6 weeks of cold treatment
did not destabilize GUS silencing (Figure 1A and 1B); however,
seedlings transferred to 4uC for 9 weeks showed weak TGS release
manifested by occasional patches of GUS staining in a proportion
of seedlings (Figure 1C). When seedlings were returned to 21uC for
24 h following the cold treatment, GUS staining was also detected
in seedlings placed in the cold for only 6 weeks, and this shift led to
increased GUS staining intensity in plants grown at 4uC for 9
weeks (Figure 1D–1F). Therefore, we concluded that, in addition
to cold treatment, a temperature shift may also contribute to the
release of TGS. To test this, we extended the range of the
temperature shifts from 21uCt o3 7 uC (Figure 1G–1I). While no
GUS expression was observed in plants kept in the cold for only 3
weeks and then placed at 21uC for 24 h, a temperature shift to
37uC instead of 21uC resulted in very clear GUS activity
(Figure 1G). This activity remained at a similar level when longer
cold periods were applied, suggesting that the length of the cold
period preceding the temperature shift to 37uC was not a limiting
factor for the release of TGS (Figure 1H and 1I). To further
examine this, we shortened the cold period to 1 week or even
omitted it prior to the temperature shift to 37uC. For these
experiments, we used seedlings at three stages (3, 7, and 9 days
after sowing) in order to assess also whether silencing release can
be effective over a broader span of early plant development. One
week of cold treatment followed by a shift to 37uC for 24 h was
sufficient to release silencing of GUS locus at all three
developmental stages of the seedlings (Figure 1J–1L). Omission
of the cold period prior to the shift to 37uC resulted not only in less
uniform and less pronounced TGS release (Figure 1M–1O) but
also caused plant lethality (not shown). Therefore, the cold period
before the shift to high temperature increased both plant viability
and the amplitude of TGS suppression. Shortening the period at
37uC to 15 h permitted most of this treatment (12 h) to be
performed during the light phase of the applied photoperiod and
promoted plant survival. The shortening of the time at 37uC had
no influence on the degree of silencing release (Figure 1K and
Figure 2D and data not shown).
For all subsequent experiments, a standardized treatment was
used in which 1-week-old seedlings grown at 21uC were
Figure 1. A temperature shift can release transcriptional
silencing of a transgenic locus. Representative images of histo-
chemical staining for GUS activity (left) performed on seedlings grown
under the conditions defined on the right. Plants grown for 3 days at
21uC were transferred to 4uC for 3–9 weeks (a–c) and then shifted to
either 21uC (d–f) or 37uC (g–i) for 1 day. Seedlings at 3, 7, and 9 days
post-sowing were transferred at 4uC for 1 week and shifted to 37uC for 1
day (j–l), or directly shifted to 37uC for 1 day omitting the cold
treatment (m–o).
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g001
Figure 2. The ITS-induced release of transcriptional silencing is
transient. (a) Experimental scheme of the control and stress
treatments. (b–i) Representative images of histochemical staining for
GUS activity performed on seedlings grown under the indicated
conditions. (j) Reverse-transcription-PCR detection of GUS transcripts
from total RNA of the indicated samples. Amplification of 18S rRNA was
used to normalize the amounts of RNA template. Negative controls
lacked reverse transcriptase (RT -).
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g002
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subjected to the shift to 37uC for 15 h (‘Inductive Temperature
Shift’ or ITS). Cold-treated plants exposed to a shift to 21uC for
15 h were used as controls (‘Control Temperature Shift’ or CTS).
Since plants placed at 4uC stopped growing almost completely, we
therefore used two ‘No Temperature Shift’ (NTS) controls in
which plants were harvested 1 week after sowing (NTS1) or 2
weeks after sowing (NTS2), i.e. after growing at 21uC for the same
period as test plants subjected to the temperature shifts. The plants
subjected to temperature shifts were harvested at three time points:
directly after treatment at 37uC or control treatment at 21uCo r
after 48 h (2 days) or 7 days following the treatments, to allow
recovery during further growth at 21uC. The experimental
schemes are shown in Figure 2A.
Stress releases TGS only transiently
Release of silencing at the GUS locus occurred neither in control
plants without a temperature shift (NTS1 NTS2; Figure 2B and
2C) nor in plants moved from 4uCt o2 1 uC (CTS; Figure 2G). In
contrast, the silent GUS locus became active in plants moved from
4uCt o3 7 uC (ITS; Figure 2D). Therefore, only the ITS treatment
was able to release GUS silencing as revealed by histochemical
staining. The CTS and ITS treated plants were at the same
developmental stage, when the first pair of true leaves were
emerging, and were treated in parallel. Therefore, factors other
than ITS itself that may have contributed to the TGS release, such
as specific developmental stress responses, can be excluded.
Following ITS, GUS activity was still detected in plants grown
for an additional 48 h (ITS+2d) and even for 7 days (ITS+7d)
(Figure 2E and 2F). In contrast to a recent study showing
development of GUS-positive new leaves 1 week after a heat stress
of 48 h at 42uC [26], we found that new leaves developed in
ITS+7d plants had no GUS activity. This suggests that the
transgene was resilenced relatively rapidly and that the persistence
of GUS activity in cotyledons and leaves subjected to the ITS
results from residual GUS activity retained in these tissues. Indeed,
b-glucuronidase has been shown previously to be a rather stable
protein [53]. Additional RT-PCR analysis of GUS transcripts
further supported very rapid resilencing of the locus. Indeed, GUS
transcripts, which accumulated directly after the ITS, were already
almost undetectable 2 days after the ITS (Figure 2J). Importantly,
these transcripts were absent in CTS plants, which further
confirms that elevation of temperature to 37uC was critical for
destabilization of transcriptional gene silencing at this locus.
ITS releases transcriptional silencing of endogenous
chromosomal targets
To investigate the effect of ITS on silencing of heterochromatic
transcription at endogenous targets, we analyzed several silent loci
that are activated in mutants impaired in TGS maintenance. First,
we determined level of transcripts of a Mutator-like transposable
element related locus (MULE-F19G14, AT2G15810) previously
described as strongly transcriptionally activated in the TGS-
deficient mutants mom1 and ddm1 [54]. We examined the levels of
MULE-F19G14 transcripts in two Arabidopsis accessions Zu ¨rich and
Columbia (Figure 3). The MULE-F19G14 remained silent in NTS
and CTS in Zu ¨rich and in Columbia plants; however, it was strongly
reactivated after ITS in both ecotypes. This suggests that the ITS-
induced release of silencing is not restricted to transgenic loci and
also not to a particular accession. MULE-F19G14 RNA was not
detected by Northern blot in ITS+2d and ITS+7d plants,
indicating that plants of both accessions were equally able to
swiftly resilence this endogenous locus.
Although both the transgenic GUS locus and MULE-F19G14
are silenced by mechanisms contributing to transcriptional
suppression in pericentromeric heterochromatin [45,54], these
two targets reside outside of constitutive heterochromatin regions
and represent sequences of a single or a few copies. It has been
shown recently that a temperature stress of 48 h at 42uC induces
transcriptional reactivation of TSI sequences residing in pericen-
tromeric parts of the chromosomes [26]. Similarly, we found that
TSI transcripts accumulated in ITS-treated plants (data not
shown). To determine whether the ITS would also activate
transcription at additional silenced, multicopy sequences incorpo-
rated into constitutive heterochromatin, we examined the presence
of RNA derived from 180-bp satellite repeats, 106B long terminal-
like dispersed repeats and 5S rDNA genes. These repeats are
known to be transcriptionally silenced by various epigenetic
mechanisms and their transcription is released in mutants
impaired in epigenetic regulation of constitutive heterochromatin
[27,29,45,48,54–58]. Transcription of all three sets of repeats was
induced by ITS but not by CTS (Figure 3) and was also transient,
resembling the kinetics observed for the transgenic GUS locus and
MULE-F19G14. Therefore, we conclude that in both accessions
ITS provokes transitory destabilization of silencing of constitutive
heterochromatin associated with these various repeats.
Molecular mechanisms associated with ITS-induced
release of transcriptional suppression
To determine possible epigenetic mechanisms associated with
ITS-induced release of silencing, we first analyzed DNA
methylation levels at ITS-sensitive sequences before and after
ITS and CTS treatments (Figure 4). Southern blot analyses were
performed on genomic DNA digested with MspI (inhibited by
methylation of the outer C in the sequence CCGG), HpaII
(inhibited by methylation of either C in the sequence CCGG),
HaeIII (inhibited by methylation of the inner C in the sequence
GGCC), NlaIII (inhibited by methylation of the C in the sequence
CATG), NheI (inhibited by methylation of either C in the sequence
GCTAGC) and TaiI (reporting on CG methylation). This set of
experiments was performed with the Zu ¨rich ecotype, which
withstands ITS conditions better than the Columbia ecotype (Figure
Figure 3. Temperature shift induces transient transcriptional
activation of endogenous silent loci. RNA was purified from plants
of the Zurich (Zh) and Col-0 accessions after the indicated treatments.
Detection of MULE-F19G14 transcripts was performed by Northern blot.
Hybridization with an 18S rRNA-specific probe is shown as a loading
control. Transcripts corresponding to 106B, 5S and 180-bp repeats were
detected by reverse transcription-PCR (RT-PCR). Amplification of 18S
rRNA was used to normalize the amounts of RNA template. Negative
controls lacked reverse transcriptase (RT -).
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g003
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this ecotype was used as a control. DNA methylation analyses
revealed that ITS had no significant influence on methylation
levels of cytosines located in either symmetrical (CG or CHG) or
asymmetrical (CHH) contexts at the single-copy MULE-F19G14
(Figure 4B). This is in agreement with a recent finding that a
treatment of 48 h at 42uC reactivates transcription of the L5
transgene and of a LINE element without significant changes in
DNA methylation [26]. Importantly, DNA methylation status was
also maintained at 106B, 5S and 180-bp multicopy targets all
residing in constitutive heterochromatin (Figure 4A).
Next, we used chromatin immunoprecipitation (ChIP) to
determine the levels of various histone modifications associated
with either repressed (histone H3 dimethylation at lysine 9 -
H3K9me2, H3K27me2 and H3K27me3) or active transcription
(H3K4me3 and H3K9ac-K14ac) at 5S rDNA and 106B repeats
and at MULE-F19G14. Compared with CTS and NTS plants,
levels of H3K9me2, H3K27me2 and H3K27me3 were unaffected
by the ITS, suggesting that activation of transcription following
ITS occurred without alteration of the repressive chromatin
environment associated with these targets (Figure S2). Levels of
H3K4me3 also remained unchanged. However, we detected a
slight increase in H3K9ac-K14ac upon ITS similar to previous
studies using different stress conditions [26,59]. Importantly, levels
of H3K9ac-K14ac at all examined targets rapidly reverted to the
initial level after 2 days of recovery (ITS+2d) (Figure S2).
Figure 4. ITS-induced transcriptional activation occurs without detectable changes in the levels of DNA methylation at endogenous
loci. (A) Southern blot analysis of DNA methylation at 106B, 5S and 180-bp repeats using the indicated methylation-sensitive restriction
endonucleases. (B) Southern blot analysis of DNA methylation at MULE F19G14 was performed by digesting genomic DNAs with SspI (methylation
insensitive), followed by digestion with the indicated methylation-sensitive restriction endonucleases.
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g004
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heterochromatin-associated targets following ITS occurred with-
out detectable changes in repressive epigenetic marks (i.e. DNA
methylation and histone modifications), we anticipated that factors
required for the maintenance of these marks would not be
involved in stress-induced transcriptional changes. To test this
hypothesis, a ddm1 mutant was exposed to the ITS conditions.
Mutants of the DDM1 SWI2/SNF2 chromatin-remodeling factor
show both decreased levels of DNA methylation and alteration of
histone H3K9me2 distribution [60,61]. In agreement with
previous reports [29,54], transcription of MULE-F19G14, 5S
rDNA and 106B repeats was induced by the ddm1 mutation, as
revealed by Northern blot and RT-PCR (Figure 5A). The high
level of transcripts from 106B repeats in ddm1 did not significantly
increase when mutant plants were stressed, probably because
transcriptional reactivation of these sequences had already reached
its maximum. However, transcripts originating from MULE-
F19G14 and 5S rDNA over-accumulated in ddm1 plants exposed
to ITS compared with ddm1 NTS plants. Transcript levels
returned to the initial state after 2 days (ITS+2d). Together, these
results indicate that the transcriptional changes occurring at these
targets upon stress are at least in part occurring independently of
the DDM1 activity.
The epigenetic regulator MOM1 is required for the mainte-
nance of silencing at loci mostly clustered around centromeric
heterochromatin regions [28,30]. Activation of transcription in
mom1 mutants in these genomic regions takes place with very
subtle or no changes in levels and distribution of DNA methylation
and histone modifications [28–30,34,46,54,58], resembling release
of silencing upon ITS. Therefore, we assessed the possible
involvement of MOM1 in stress-induced transcriptional changes.
Similar to ddm1, 106B repeats transcripts over-accumulated in
mom1 and the transcript level did not further increase when mom1
plants were subjected to ITS. Transcription of MULE-F19G14
and 5S rDNA repeats was transiently stimulated by ITS in the
mom1 mutant background (Figure 5A), indicating that, like in the
DDM1 case, the stress-mediated reactivation of transcription is at
least partly independent of MOM1 activity and MOM1 does not
participate in subsequent resilencing at these loci.
Our ChIP analysis revealed a modest enrichment in H3K9ac-
K14ac at MULE-F19G14, 5S rDNA and 106B repeats following
ITS (Figure S2). Previous studies associated the HDA6 histone
deacetylase to silencing [45,47,62–64], and demonstrated that
knockdown of this gene, in rts1-1 mutant, leads to higher levels of
H3K9 and H3K14 acetylation [65]. However, Northern blot and
RT-PCR assays showed that transcripts from MULE-F19G14 and
5S rDNA over-accumulated in rts1-1 plants exposed to ITS
relative to the NTS control (Figure 5A); after 2 days of recovery,
RNA levels of these targets reverted to the non-stressed mutant
level. This indicates that HDA6 activity at these targets is not
necessary for the transcriptional switches occurring upon stress,
resembling DDM1 and MOM1. Similar to ddm1 and mom1
mutants, transcripts of 106B repeats over-accumulated in rts1-1
mutant plants and RT-PCR did not detect further increases when
rts1-1 plants were subjected to ITS.
Next, we examined ITS-triggered transcriptional induction and
resilencing in additional mutants deficient in RNA-mediated gene
silencing, such as strains deficient in the DRM2 de novo DNA
Figure 5. Impact of mutations in epigenetic regulators on ITS-induced transcriptional switches. (A) RNA was extracted from ddm1, mom1
and rts1 mutant plants and the corresponding wild types (WT) after the indicated treatments. Detection of MULE-F19G14 transcripts was performed
by Northern blot. Hybridization with an 18S rRNA-specific probe is shown as a loading control. Transcripts corresponding to 106B, 5S and 180-bp
repeats were detected by reverse transcription-PCR (RT-PCR). Amplification of 18S rRNA was used to normalize the amounts of RNA template.
Negative controls lacked reverse transcriptase (RT-). (B) RT-PCR analysis of transcripts from 106B repeats in the indicated mutant backgrounds and
corresponding WT. Amplification of ACTIN2 (ACT2) RNA was used to normalize the amounts of RNA template. Negative controls lacked reverse
transcriptase (RT -).
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g005
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V, the DCL3 endonuclease or the Argonaute protein AGO4. We
also tested the impact of mutations in the CMT3 DNA
methyltransferase and the KYP/SUVH4 histone H3K9 methyl-
transferase. All these mutations had no or little effect on
transcriptional silencing of 106B repeats (Figure 5B) and showed
a stress response similar to their corresponding wild types, in which
106B transcripts accumulated over the levels of the non-stressed
plants upon ITS and returned to the initial level in ITS+2d plants
(Figure 5B). This shows that none of these silencing effectors are
required for either ITS-induced release of transcriptional suppres-
sion or the subsequent resilencing.
Genome-wide analysis of transcriptional changes
induced by ITS
To extend the analysis in an unbiased manner to other ITS-
responding chromosomal targets, we determined ITS impact on
the whole genome transcriptome with an Arabidopsis tiling array.
We compared the RNA profiles of wild-type plants exposed to
CTS and ITS treatments (Figure 6A). The chromosomal regions
with constitutive heterochromatin highly enriched for repeats and
DNA methylation, including centromeric, pericentromeric DNA
and the heterochromatic knob on chromosome 4, became
transcriptionally active following ITS. In contrast, transcription
along gene-rich euchromatic parts of the chromosomes was not
only stimulated but also often repressed. Overall, we detected
differential accumulation of transcripts in ITS plants relative to
CTS plants (greater than twofold, P,0.01) originating from a total
of 6,788 unique annotated genes (TAIR7), with a similar number
of genes being either up- (2,890, Table S2) or down-regulated
(3,898, Table S3). The number of genes affected by ITS was in the
same range as that reported in a previous study using the
Arabidopsis ATH1 array and plants subjected to various stress
conditions [16]. Our tiling array data identified MULE-F19G14
as ITS reactivated and several new targets were further validated
using RT-PCR (Figure S3).
As previously described [30], we also included in the analysis
TAIR8-annotated transposon sequences. The majority of trans-
Figure 6. Genome-wide analysis of ITS-induced transcriptional changes. The relative densities of repeats and 5-methylcytosines (mC) along
the 5 chromosomes of Arabidopsis are shown at the top. (A) Top graphs show chromosome-wide changes in transcript abundance in ITS versus CTS
plants in a sliding 100-kb window. Middle and lower graphs represent distribution and variation in transcript accumulation from gypsy- and copia-
type LTR retrotransposons, respectively, in ITS plants compared with CTS plants. (B) Upper graphs represent chromosome-wide changes in transcript
accumulation in ITS+2d versus CTS+2d plants in a sliding 100-kb window. Lower graphs indicate distribution and enrichment in gypsy- and copia-type
LTR retroelement transcript in ITS+2d plants compared with CTS+2d plants.
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.g006
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fourfold, P,0.01, Table S4) correspond to elements residing in
constitutive heterochromatin of centromeric and pericentromeric
regions, whereas transposons with downregulated transcript levels
(less than fourfold, P,0.01; Table S5) tend to reside along
euchromatic chromosome arms (Figure 6A and Figure S4).
Compared with other transposons, in particular transcripts of
long terminal repeat (LTR) retrotransposons of the gypsy and copia
groups accumulated after ITS (Figure 6A, Figure S4). Altogether,
these results indicate that ITS induces a global release of
heterochromatin-associated silencing.
Next, we examined the persistence of ITS-induced transcription
on a genome wide scale. For this purpose, we searched among
ITS-stimulated transcripts for those that significantly over-
accumulated also 2 days post ITS (ITS+2d) in comparison to
CTS+2d (greater than twofold for genes and fourfold for
transposons, P,0.01). In agreement with the analyses of selected
targets described above, the vast majority of transcripts originating
from either genes or transposons showed no significant difference
in their accumulation at ITS+2d compared with CTS+2d plants
(Figure 6B), confirming that silencing was globally restored within
2 days of recovery to the initial level prior to ITS. However, there
were exceptions to this general rule. For example, a stretch of
heterochromatin of chromosome 2 appeared to retain moderate
transcriptional activity in ITS+2d plants (Figure 6B). This region
corresponds to a probably recent insertion of mitochondrial DNA
into the genetically defined centromere of chromosome 2 [66]. In
addition, although transcript levels from most transposons
diminished, showing no difference in abundance between ITS+2d
and CTS+2d plants, some exceptions were detected corresponding
to copia type LTR retrotransposons with a high level of transcripts
persisting 2 days after ITS (Figure 6B, Table S4). Noticeably, these
levels were similar to those observed for transcript profiles of plants
compared directly after ITS and CTS. This shows that for some
transposable elements the kinetics of resilencing after ITS may
differ from the general trend.
Discussion
Early observations on transgenic Petunia plants grown in
laboratory conditions or in the field suggested that environmental
factors could modulate epigenetic regulation of gene silencing
[67]. In general, however, silencing restricting the transcription of
sequences within constitutive heterochromatin appears to be
highly stable and, so far, its release was observed only in mutants
affected in genes encoding epigenetic regulators or in cells
subjected to prolonged culture in vitro [58,68]. Although recent
studies have reported that transcription of a few pseudogenes,
transposons and transposon-derived sequences, in addition to
many protein-encoding genes, can be stimulated by abiotic stresses
(drought, cold, heat, ABA treatment) [16,18,26], here we selected
and optimized environmental stress conditions that provoke global
release of heterochromatic silencing affecting transcriptional
suppression at a high number of targets residing in constitutive
heterochromatin.
Following a particular stress treatment involving temperature
shifts, alleviation of silencing occurred at many types of sequences
residing in pericentromeric and centromeric heterochromatic
environment, including tandem-repeat 180-bp satellite sequences,
5S ribosomal DNA arrays, 106B interspersed repeats and
transposable elements. The variety of target loci affected by ITS
suggests that a particular chromatin context (e.g. association with a
specific histone modification/nucleosome density), rather than the
primary DNA sequence, determines ITS susceptibility. In this
regard, it is of note that stress-induced release of transcriptional
silencing is not restricted to loci associated with intermediate
heterochromatin (MULE F19G14 and 5S rDNA), which is
characteristic of MOM1-regulated targets [28,29,54]. This is
consistent with the observation that mom1 mutants can respond to
ITS in a similar way to wild-type plants.
It is long known that position effect variegation (PEV) in Drosophila
can be modulated by ambient temperature changes, with elevated
temperatures leading to reduced variegation [69]. In S. pombe,
silencing of genes located within centromeric regions and of
centromeric repeats seems to be temperature sensitive. It has been
postulated that this is due to the inhibition of RNA interference
(RNAi) that silences transcription at high temperatures [70,71].
Inhibition of RNAi results in loss of H3K9 methylation associated
with heterochromatic silent loci in both Drosophila and fission yeast
[72,73]. In Arabidopsis, mutations in factors required for RNA-
mediated gene silencing also lead to alteration in H3K9 methylation,
in addition to a reduction in DNA methylation, showing that DNA
and H3K9 methylation are tightly interwoven [60,74,75]. We have
found that at the examined activated loci the pattern of repressive
epigenetic marks typically associated with sequences located in
constitutive heterochromatin (dense DNA methylation and H3
methylation at K9 and K27) is not affected by ITS, albeit silencing
was efficiently released. Additionally, our analyses revealed that
transient induction of transcription still occurs in ddm1, hda6, kyp/
suvh4, cmt3, drm2, ago4, dcl3, nrpe2 and mom1 mutant plants following
ITS treatments. Together, our results strongly suggest that ITS-
stimulated transcriptional activity in heterochromatin bypasses the
presence of common repressive epigenetic marks and does not
depend on known epigenetic regulators. Therefore, ITS possibly
counteracts a novel as yet unknown silencing pathway.
A recent study has shown that nucleosomes containing the
histone variant H2A.Z are involved in the thermal regulation of
transcription [76]. As temperature rises, H2A.Z-carrying nucleo-
somes are evicted from genes allowing the increase or decrease in
their transcriptional activities. Here we observed that the affected
chromosomal regions retained high DNA methylation levels
despite global alleviation of silencing at heterochromatic sequences
following temperature shifts. Given that methylation and the
presence of H2A.Z-containing nucleosomes are mutually exclusive
[77], we presume that ITS-induced transcriptional activation of
heterochromatic sequences most probably occurs independently of
H2A.Z deposition/removal.
Plants are sessile, therefore their acclimation to adverse
environmental conditions requires swift adaptation by the modu-
lation of gene expression, thereby altering their physiology and
ensuring survival. In agreement with previous reports using various
stress conditions [16,18,78], we have shown that several thousand
genes respond at the transcriptional level to the stress we applied. In
addition, our particular stress regime released silencing of
heterochromatic sequences and transposable elements. In the
process of defining optimal stress conditions that destabilize
heterochromatin-associated silencing, we observed high lethality
when plants were directly shifted from 21uCt o3 7 uC without an
intervening period of growth at 4uC. This is reminiscent of the
phenomena of cold/heat acclimation required for thermotolerance
to extreme temperatures [79–82]. Interestingly, we also observed
that release of silencing waslessefficient when the periodat 4uC was
omitted. This raises the interesting possibility that efficient release of
TGS at specific loci may somehow contribute to thermotolerance.
We observed a drastic impact of ITS on transposon silencing.
Although most reactivated sequences were swiftly resilenced 2 days
after ITS, elevated transcript levels of some copia-type retro-
transposons were still detected 48 h after ITS. Previous studies in
Stress and Heterochromatin Transcription
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induced transposition of the Tam3 DNA transposon [83,84].
However, transposition was induced by a shift to a lower
temperature and was associated with decreased DNA methylation
at Tam3, suggesting involvement of a particular epigenetic
mechanism in the regulation of Tam3 activity. This seems not
to be the case in the transcriptional responses to ITS. For the loci
examined in detail that were reactivated by ITS, the transient
release of silencing and its re-establishment was independent of
changes in DNA methylation levels and classical factors required
for small RNA-mediated de novo silencing (DRM2, Pol IV/V,
DCL3, AGO4). The fact that these factors act through a small
RNA guided silencing mechanism also suggests that restoration of
silencing following stress occurs independently of small RNA
accumulation.
In general, our observations imply that stress-induced destabi-
lization of heterochromatic TGS and its re-establishment use
unorthodox and potentially new mechanisms that can now be
revealed by forward genetics.
Materials and Methods
Plant material and growth conditions
The mom1-1 [46] and ddm1-5 [85] strains in the Zurich
background, the ago4-1 [86] and cmt3-7 [56] strains in the Ler
background and the drm2-2 [87], kyp-7 [32], nrpd2a-2/nrpe2 [88],
dcl3-1 [75] and rts1-1 [62] strains in the Col-0 background have
been described previously. The transgenic L5 line [44] was kindly
provided by H. Vaucheret.
Seeds were surface sterilized in 0.4% sodium-hypochlorite/80%
ethanol for 10 min, washed 3 times with 100% ethanol and dried
under a laminar-flow hood. Seeds were then plated on Murashige
and Skoog (K MS) medium (Duchefa) containing 0.6% agar and
stratified at 6uC for 2 days. Plates were incubated in growth
chambers at 21uC with 12 h light/ 12h dark. For cold treatment,
plates were incubated at 4uC for the indicated times with the same
photoperiod. For the ITS treatment, plates were incubated in a
growth chamber at 37uC for 15 h (12 h light/3 h dark).
Histochemical GUS staining
Staining was performed on whole-seedlings with 5-bromo-4-
chloro-3-indolyl-b-glucuronic acid, 0.5 mM potassium ferricya-
nide, 0.5 mM potassium ferrocyanide, 10 mM EDTA and 50 mM
sodium phosphate buffer pH 7.2 [53].
Chromatin immunoprecipitation
ChIP was performed as described previously [57]. The histone-
DNA complexes were immunoprecipitated with a-dimethyl H3K9
(abcam, ab1220), a-dimethyl H3K27 (Millipore, 07-322), a-
trimethyl-H3K27 (a kind gift from T. Jenuwein), a-trimethyl-
H3K4 (Millipore, 07-473), or a-acetyl-H3K9-K14 (Millipore, 06-
599). Subsequent PCR reactions were performed in 20 ml final
volume, starting with 5 min at 95uC and followed by 18–34 cycles
(depending on the region being amplified) of 95uC, 60uC (54uC for
5S rDNA; 55uC for 106B repeats), and 72uC (30 s each) with a
final elongation of 5 min at 72uC. PCR products were scanned
with a Molecular Imager FX (Bio-Rad) after electrophoretic
separation and quantified using the Quantity One software (Bio-
Rad). Primers are described in Table S1.
Southern blot, Northern blot, and Reverse Transcription
PCR
Southern blot analyses were performed as described previously
[29]. Total RNA was extracted from whole seedlings using TRI
reagent (Sigma). For Northern blots, 10 mg of total RNA per lane
was used. Probes were labeled with [a-
32P]dCTP using random
hexamer priming (Megaprime DNA labeling system, GE Health-
care). RT-PCR analyses were performed as described previously
[29]. Primers are listed in Table S1.
Transcription profiling
Plants of the Zu ¨rich accession were grown under conditions
described above and RNA was extracted from whole seedlings
using the Ambion mirVana miRNA isolation kit as described
previously [89]. Subsequent steps were performed as described
previously, using the GeneChip Arabidopsis Tiling 1.0R array from
Affymetrix [30]. Chip data have been submitted to Gene
Expression Omnibus (GEO, GSE23243) and can be visualized
using the EpiExpress browser at http://gbrowse.vital-it.ch/cgi-
bin/gbrowse/epiexpress/.
Note added in proof
Parts of this work are consistent with data described in a parallel
publication (Pecinka A., Dinh H. Q., Baubec T., Rosa M., Lettner
N., and Mittelsten Scheid O. [2010] Epigenetic regulation of
repetitive elements is attenuated by prolonged heat stress in
Arabidopsis. Plant Cell, online).
Supporting Information
Figure S1 Plants of the Zu ¨rich ecotype display a better fitness
following ITS than plants of the Columbia ecotype. (a) Wild-type
seedlings of the Columbia (WT-Col-0, left) and the Zu ¨rich
ecotypes (WT-Zh, right) grown in vitro under the indicated
conditions. (b) Enlargement of plates shown in (a). Unlike WT-
Zh, some WT-Col-0 seedlings did not survive the ITS treatment
(white seedlings; compare WT-Col-0 ITS+2d and WT-Zh
ITS+2d).
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s001 (0.26 MB PDF)
Figure S2 Impact of ITS on histone post-translational modifi-
cations. (a) Input and mock controls of ChIP analysis of MULE
F19G14, 106B repeats and 5S repeats using antibodies specific for
(b) H3K4me3 and H3K9ac-K14ac , which are associated with
active transcription, and for (c) H3K9me2, H3K27me3 and
H3K27me2, which are associated with repressed transcription.
Representative gels are shown. The TUBULIN8 (TUB8) was used
to normalize the amount of DNA. MULE F19G14, 106B repeats
and 5S repeats reproducibly show a slight enrichment in H3K9ac-
K14ac upon ITS (b). (d) The met1-3 mutant (Col-0 genetic
background) was used as a control for the ChIP procedure and
showed expected enrichment in H3K4me3 and concomitant
decrease in H3K9me2 at 106B and 5S repeats relative to wild-type
(WT) plants.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s002 (0.30 MB PDF)
Figure S3 Tiling Array data and RT-PCR validation. (a)
Relative accumulation transcripts from selected loci (MULE
F19G14, ROS1, DML2 and SDC) comparing ITS and CTS from
the tiling array data. (b) RT-PCR validation of the tiling data of
the slightly differentially expressed targets, ROS1, DML2 and SDC,
after ITS compared with CTS; amplification of 18S rRNA was
used to normalize the amounts of RNA template, and the negative
control lacked reverse transcriptase (RT -).
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s003 (0.17 MB PDF)
Figure S4 Genome-wide analysis of ITS-induced transcriptional
changes at transposons. The upper plots show the relative densities
of repeats (blue lines) and DNA methylation (green lines) along the
5 chromosomes of Arabidopsis. Graphs show the chromosome-wide
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transposons (grouped by superfamilies) after ITS versus CTS.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s004 (0.32 MB PDF)
Table S1 List of primers used for RT-PCR and/or chromatin
immunoprecipitation analysis.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s005 (0.03 MB
DOC)
Table S2 List of genes significantly upregulated (greater than
twofold, P,0.01) in ITS versus CTS. The comparison of
transcript levels between ITS+2d and CTS+2d for the corre-
sponding genes is also presented.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s006 (0.38 MB
XLS)
Table S3 List of genes significantly downregulated (greater than
twofold, P,0.01) in ITS versus CTS. The comparison of
transcript levels between ITS+2d and CTS+2d for the corre-
sponding genes is also presented.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s007 (0.50 MB
XLS)
Table S4 List of transposable elements significantly upregulated
(greater than fourfold, P,0.01) in ITS versus CTS. Transposons
for which transcripts still over-accumulate in ITS+2d compared
with CTS+2d, are listed at the end of the Table.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s008 (0.11 MB
XLS)
Table S5 List of transposable elements significantly downregu-
lated (greater than fourfold, P,0.01) in ITS versus CTS.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1001175.s009 (0.04 MB
XLS)
Acknowledgments
We thank Patrick King for helpful comments on the manuscript and
Myle `ne Docquier, Ce ´line Delucinge Vivier, and Patrick Descombes for
assistance with the tiling array experiments.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: MTE OM JP IV. Performed the
experiments: MTE LB IV. Analyzed the data: MTE EB OM JP IV.
Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: JP. Wrote the paper: OM
JP IV.
References
1. Heitz E (1928) Das Heterochromatin der Moose. Jahrb Wiss Botanik 69:
762–818.
2. Lander ES, Linton LM, Birren B, Nusbaum C, Zody MC, et al. (2001) Initial
sequencing and analysis of the human genome. Nature 409: 860–921.
3. Li R, Fan W, Tian G, Zhu H, He L, et al. (2010) The sequence and de novo
assembly of the giant panda genome. Nature 463: 311–317.
4. The Chimpanzee Sequencing and Analysis Consortium (2005) Initial sequence
of the chimpanzee genome and comparison with the human genome. Nature
437: 69–87.
5. Baucom RS, Estill JC, Chaparro C, Upshaw N, Jogi A, et al. (2009) Exceptional
diversity, non-random distribution, and rapid evolution of retroelements in the
B73 maize genome. PLoS Genet 5: e1000732. doi:10.1371/journal.
pgen.1000732.
6. Schnable PS, Ware D, Fulton RS, Stein JC, Wei F, et al. (2009) The B73 maize
genome: complexity, diversity, and dynamics. Science 326: 1112–1115.
7. Dernburg AF, Sedat JW, Hawley RS (1996) Direct evidence of a role for
heterochromatin in meiotic chromosome segregation. Cell 86: 135–146.
8. Bernard P, Maure JF, Partridge JF, Genier S, Javerzat JP, et al. (2001)
Requirement of heterochromatin for cohesion at centromeres. Science 294:
2539–2542.
9. de Lange T (2005) Shelterin: the protein complex that shapes and safeguards
human telomeres. Genes Dev 19: 2100–2110.
10. Slotkin RK, Martienssen R (2007) Transposable elements and the epigenetic
regulation of the genome. Nat Rev Genet 8: 272–285.
11. Roudier F, Teixeira FK, Colot V (2009) Chromatin indexing in Arabidopsis: an
epigenomic tale of tails and more. Trends Genet 25: 511–517.
12. Vaillant I, Paszkowski J (2007) Role of histone and DNA methylation in gene
regulation. Curr Opin Plant Biol 10: 528–533.
13. Cheong YH, Chang HS, Gupta R, Wang X, Zhu T, et al. (2002)
Transcriptional profiling reveals novel interactions between wounding, patho-
gen, abiotic stress, and hormonal responses in Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 129:
661–677.
14. Kreps JA, Wu Y, Chang HS, Zhu T, Wang X, et al. (2002) Transcriptome
changes for Arabidopsis in response to salt, osmotic, and cold stress. Plant
Physiol 130: 2129–2141.
15. Mahalingam R, Gomez-Buitrago A, Eckardt N, Shah N, Guevara-Garcia A,
et al. (2003) Characterizing the stress/defense transcriptome of Arabidopsis.
Genome Biol 4: R20.
16. Matsui A, Ishida J, Morosawa T, Mochizuki Y, Kaminuma E, et al. (2008)
Arabidopsis transcriptome analysis under drought, cold, high-salinity and ABA
treatment conditions using a tiling array. Plant Cell Physiol 49: 1135–1149.
17. Shinozaki K, Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K, Seki M (2003) Regulatory network of
gene expression in the drought and cold stress responses. Curr Opin Plant Biol 6:
410–417.
18. Zeller G, Henz SR, Widmer CK, Sachsenberg T, Ratsch G, et al. (2009) Stress-
induced changes in the Arabidopsis thaliana transcriptome analyzed using
whole-genome tiling arrays. Plant J 58: 1068–1082.
19. Chinnusamy V, Zhu JK (2009) Epigenetic regulation of stress responses in
plants. Curr Opin Plant Biol 12: 133–139.
20. Sunkar R, Zhu JK (2004) Novel and stress-regulated microRNAs and other
small RNAs from Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 16: 2001–2019.
21. Borsani O, Zhu J, Verslues PE, Sunkar R, Zhu JK (2005) Endogenous siRNAs
derived from a pair of natural cis-antisense transcripts regulate salt tolerance in
Arabidopsis. Cell 123: 1279–1291.
22. Sunkar R, Chinnusamy V, Zhu J, Zhu JK (2007) Small RNAs as big players in
plant abiotic stress responses and nutrient deprivation. Trends Plant Sci 12:
301–309.
23. Ding SW, Voinnet O (2007) Antiviral immunity directed by small RNAs. Cell
130: 413–426.
24. Shukla LI, Chinnusamy V, Sunkar R (2008) The role of microRNAs and other
endogenous small RNAs in plant stress responses. Biochim Biophys Acta 1779:
743–748.
25. Jin H (2008) Endogenous small RNAs and antibacterial immunity in plants.
FEBS Lett 582: 2679–2684.
26. Lang-Mladek C, Popova O, Kiok K, Berlinger M, Rakic B, et al. (2010)
Transgenerational Inheritance and Resetting of Stress-Induced Loss of
Epigenetic Gene Silencing in Arabidopsis. Mol Plant.
27. May BP, Lippman ZB, Fang Y, Spector DL, Martienssen RA (2005) Differential
regulation of strand-specific transcripts from Arabidopsis centromeric satellite
repeats. PLoS Genet 1: e79. doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.0010079.
28. Numa H, Kim JM, Matsui A, Kurihara Y, Morosawa T, et al. (2010)
Transduction of RNA-directed DNA methylation signals to repressive histone
marks in Arabidopsis thaliana. EMBO J 29: 352–362.
29. Vaillant I, Schubert I, Tourmente S, Mathieu O (2006) MOM1 mediates DNA-
methylation-independent silencing of repetitive sequences in Arabidopsis.
EMBO Rep 7: 1273–1278.
30. Yokthongwattana C, Bucher E, Caikovski M, Vaillant I, Nicolet J, et al. (2010)
MOM1 and Pol-IV/V interactions regulate the intensity and specificity of
transcriptional gene silencing. EMBO J 29: 340–351.
31. Zhang X, Yazaki J, Sundaresan A, Cokus S, Chan SW, et al. (2006) Genome-
wide high-resolution mapping and functional analysis of DNA methylation in
arabidopsis. Cell 126: 1189–1201.
32. Mathieu O, Reinders J, Caikovski M, Smathajitt C, Paszkowski J (2007)
Transgenerational stability of the Arabidopsis epigenome is coordinated by CG
methylation. Cell 130: 851–862.
33. Mittelsten Scheid O, Probst AV, Afsar K, Paszkowski J (2002) Two regulatory
levels of transcriptional gene silencing in Arabidopsis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
99: 13659–13662.
34. Probst AV, Fransz PF, Paszkowski J, Mittelsten Scheid O (2003) Two means of
transcriptional reactivation within heterochromatin. Plant J 33: 743–749.
35. Mirouze M, Reinders J, Bucher E, Nishimura T, Schneeberger K, et al. (2009)
Selective epigenetic control of retrotransposition in Arabidopsis. Nature 461:
427–430.
36. Tsukahara S, Kobayashi A, Kawabe A, Mathieu O, Miura A, et al. (2009) Bursts
of retrotransposition reproduced in Arabidopsis. Nature 461: 423–426.
37. Kato M, Miura A, Bender J, Jacobsen SE, Kakutani T (2003) Role of CG and
non-CG methylation in immobilization of transposons in Arabidopsis. Curr Biol
13: 421–426.
38. Reinders J, Wulff BB, Mirouze M, Mari-Ordonez A, Dapp M, et al. (2009)
Compromised stability of DNA methylation and transposon immobilization in
mosaic Arabidopsis epigenomes. Genes Dev 23: 939–950.
Stress and Heterochromatin Transcription
PLoS Genetics | www.plosgenetics.org 10 October 2010 | Volume 6 | Issue 10 | e100117539. Hirochika H, Okamoto H, Kakutani T (2000) Silencing of retrotransposons in
arabidopsis and reactivation by the ddm1 mutation. Plant Cell 12: 357–369.
40. Miura A, Yonebayashi S, Watanabe K, Toyama T, Shimada H, et al. (2001)
Mobilization of transposons by a mutation abolishing full DNA methylation in
Arabidopsis. Nature 411: 212–214.
41. Kankel MW, Ramsey DE, Stokes TL, Flowers SK, Haag JR, et al. (2003)
Arabidopsis MET1 cytosine methyltransferase mutants. Genetics 163:
1109–1122.
42. Jeddeloh JA, Stokes TL, Richards EJ (1999) Maintenance of genomic
methylation requires a SWI2/SNF2-like protein. Nat Genet 22: 94–97.
43. Saze H, Mittelsten Scheid O, Paszkowski J (2003) Maintenance of CpG
methylation is essential for epigenetic inheritance during plant gametogenesis.
Nat Genet 34: 65–69.
44. Morel JB, Mourrain P, Beclin C, Vaucheret H (2000) DNA methylation and
chromatin structure affect transcriptional and post-transcriptional transgene
silencing in Arabidopsis. Curr Biol 10: 1591–1594.
45. Elmayan T, Proux F, Vaucheret H (2005) Arabidopsis RPA2: a genetic link
among transcriptional gene silencing, DNA repair, and DNA replication. Curr
Biol 15: 1919–1925.
46. Amedeo P, Habu Y, Afsar K, Mittelsten Scheid O, Paszkowski J (2000)
Disruption of the plant gene MOM releases transcriptional silencing of
methylated genes. Nature 405: 203–206.
47. Probst AV, Fagard M, Proux F, Mourrain P, Boutet S, et al. (2004) Arabidopsis
histone deacetylase HDA6 is required for maintenance of transcriptional gene
silencing and determines nuclear organization of rDNA repeats. Plant Cell 16:
1021–1034.
48. Takeda S, Tadele Z, Hofmann I, Probst AV, Angelis KJ, et al. (2004) BRU1, a
novel link between responses to DNA damage and epigenetic gene silencing in
Arabidopsis. Genes Dev 18: 782–793.
49. Burn JE, Bagnall DJ, Metzger JD, Dennis ES, Peacock WJ (1993) DNA
methylation, vernalization, and the initiation of flowering. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A 90: 287–291.
50. Dennis ES, Peacock WJ (2007) Epigenetic regulation of flowering. Curr Opin
Plant Biol 10: 520–527.
51. Bastow R, Mylne JS, Lister C, Lippman Z, Martienssen RA, et al. (2004)
Vernalization requires epigenetic silencing of FLC by histone methylation.
Nature 427: 164–167.
52. Sung S, Amasino RM (2004) Vernalization in Arabidopsis thaliana is mediated
by the PHD finger protein VIN3. Nature 427: 159–164.
53. Jefferson RA, Kavanagh TA, Bevan MW (1987) GUS fusions: beta-
glucuronidase as a sensitive and versatile gene fusion marker in higher plants.
EMBO J 6: 3901–3907.
54. Habu Y, Mathieu O, Tariq M, Probst AV, Smathajitt C, et al. (2006) Epigenetic
regulation of transcription in intermediate heterochromatin. EMBO Rep 7:
1279–1284.
55. Jackson JP, Lindroth AM, Cao X, Jacobsen SE (2002) Control of CpNpG DNA
methylation by the KRYPTONITE histone H3 methyltransferase. Nature 416:
556–560.
56. Lindroth AM, Cao X, Jackson JP, Zilberman D, McCallum CM, et al. (2001)
Requirement of CHROMOMETHYLASE3 for maintenance of CpXpG
methylation. Science 292: 2077–2080.
57. Mathieu O, Probst AV, Paszkowski J (2005) Distinct regulation of histone H3
methylation at lysines 27 and 9 by CpG methylation in Arabidopsis. EMBO J
24: 2783–2791.
58. Steimer A, Amedeo P, Afsar K, Fransz P, Mittelsten Scheid O, et al. (2000)
Endogenous targets of transcriptional gene silencing in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell
12: 1165–1178.
59. Kim JM, To TK, Ishida J, Morosawa T, Kawashima M, et al. (2008) Alterations
of lysine modifications on the histone H3 N-tail under drought stress conditions
in Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Cell Physiol 49: 1580–1588.
60. Gendrel AV, Lippman Z, Yordan C, Colot V, Martienssen RA (2002)
Dependence of heterochromatic histone H3 methylation patterns on the
Arabidopsis gene DDM1. Science 297: 1871–1873.
61. Vongs A, Kakutani T, Martienssen RA, Richards EJ (1993) Arabidopsis thaliana
DNA methylation mutants. Science 260: 1926–1928.
62. Aufsatz W, Mette MF, van der Winden J, Matzke M, Matzke AJ (2002) HDA6,
a putative histone deacetylase needed to enhance DNA methylation induced by
double-stranded RNA. EMBO J 21: 6832–6841.
63. Lippman Z, May B, Yordan C, Singer T, Martienssen R (2003) Distinct
mechanisms determine transposon inheritance and methylation via small
interfering RNA and histone modification. PLoS Biol 1: e67. doi:10.1371/
journal.pbio.0000067.
64. Murfett J, Wang XJ, Hagen G, Guilfoyle TJ (2001) Identification of Arabidopsis
histone deacetylase HDA6 mutants that affect transgene expression. Plant Cell
13: 1047–1061.
65. Earley K, Lawrence RJ, Pontes O, Reuther R, Enciso AJ, et al. (2006) Erasure of
histone acetylation by Arabidopsis HDA6 mediates large-scale gene silencing in
nucleolar dominance. Genes Dev 20: 1283–1293.
66. Lin X, Kaul S, Rounsley S, Shea TP, Benito MI, et al. (1999) Sequence and
analysis of chromosome 2 of the plant Arabidopsis thaliana. Nature 402:
761–768.
67. Meyer P, Linn F, Heidmann I, Meyer H, Niedenhof I, et al. (1992) Endogenous
and environmental factors influence 35S promoter methylation of a maize A1
gene construct in transgenic petunia and its colour phenotype. Mol Gen Genet
231: 345–352.
68. Tanurdzic M, Vaughn MW, Jiang H, Lee TJ, Slotkin RK, et al. (2008)
Epigenomic consequences of immortalized plant cell suspension culture. PLoS
Biol 6: e302. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.0060302.
69. Gowen JW, Gay EH (1933) Effect of Temperature on Eversporting Eye Color in
Drosophila Melanogaster. Science 77: 312.
70. Allshire RC, Javerzat JP, Redhead NJ, Cranston G (1994) Position effect
variegation at fission yeast centromeres. Cell 76: 157–169.
71. Kloc A, Zaratiegui M, Nora E, Martienssen R (2008) RNA interference guides
histone modification during the S phase of chromosomal replication. Curr Biol
18: 490–495.
72. Volpe TA, Kidner C, Hall IM, Teng G, Grewal SI, et al. (2002) Regulation of
heterochromatic silencing and histone H3 lysine-9 methylation by RNAi.
Science 297: 1833–1837.
73. Fagegaltier D, Bouge AL, Berry B, Poisot E, Sismeiro O, et al. (2009) The
endogenous siRNA pathway is involved in heterochromatin formation in
Drosophila. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 106: 21258–21263.
74. Tariq M, Saze H, Probst AV, Lichota J, Habu Y, et al. (2003) Erasure of CpG
methylation in Arabidopsis alters patterns of histone H3 methylation in
heterochromatin. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 100: 8823–8827.
75. Xie Z, Johansen LK, Gustafson AM, Kasschau KD, Lellis AD, et al. (2004)
Genetic and functional diversification of small RNA pathways in plants. PLoS
Biol 2: e104. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.0020104.
76. Kumar SV, Wigge PA (2010) H2A.Z-containing nucleosomes mediate the
thermosensory response in Arabidopsis. Cell 140: 136–147.
77. Zilberman D, Coleman-Derr D, Ballinger T, Henikoff S (2008) Histone H2A.Z
and DNA methylation are mutually antagonistic chromatin marks. Nature 456:
125–129.
78. Kilian J, Whitehead D, Horak J, Wanke D, Weinl S, et al. (2007) The
AtGenExpress global stress expression data set: protocols, evaluation and model
data analysis of UV-B light, drought and cold stress responses. Plant J 50:
347–363.
79. Browse J, Xin Z (2001) Temperature sensing and cold acclimation. Curr Opin
Plant Biol 4: 241–246.
80. Chinnusamy V, Zhu J, Zhu JK (2007) Cold stress regulation of gene expression
in plants. Trends Plant Sci 12: 444–451.
81. Burke JJ, O’Mahony PJ, Oliver MJ (2000) Isolation of Arabidopsis mutants
lacking components of acquired thermotolerance. Plant Physiol 123: 575–588.
82. Lim CJ, Yang KA, Hong JK, Choi JS, Yun DJ, et al. (2006) Gene expression
profiles during heat acclimation in Arabidopsis thaliana suspension-culture cells.
J Plant Res 119: 373–383.
83. Hashida SN, Kitamura K, Mikami T, Kishima Y (2003) Temperature shift
coordinately changes the activity and the methylation state of transposon Tam3
in Antirrhinum majus. Plant Physiol 132: 1207–1216.
84. Hashida SN, Uchiyama T, Martin C, Kishima Y, Sano Y, et al. (2006) The
temperature-dependent change in methylation of the Antirrhinum transposon
Tam3 is controlled by the activity of its transposase. Plant Cell 18: 104–118.
85. Mittelsten Scheid O, Afsar K, Paszkowski J (1998) Release of epigenetic gene
silencing by trans-acting mutations in Arabidopsis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 95:
632–637.
86. Zilberman D, Cao X, Jacobsen SE (2003) ARGONAUTE4 control of locus-
specific siRNA accumulation and DNA and histone methylation. Science 299:
716–719.
87. Chan SW, Henderson IR, Zhang X, Shah G, Chien JS, et al. (2006) RNAi,
DRD1, and histone methylation actively target developmentally important non-
CG DNA methylation in arabidopsis. PLoS Genet 2: e83. doi:10.1371/
journal.pgen.0020083.
88. Onodera Y, Haag JR, Ream T, Nunes PC, Pontes O, et al. (2005) Plant nuclear
RNA polymerase IV mediates siRNA and DNA methylation-dependent
heterochromatin formation. Cell 120: 613–622.
89. Kanno T, Bucher E, Daxinger L, Huettel B, Bohmdorfer G, et al. (2008) A
structural-maintenance-of-chromosomes hinge domain-containing protein is
required for RNA-directed DNA methylation. Nat Genet 40: 670–675.
Stress and Heterochromatin Transcription
PLoS Genetics | www.plosgenetics.org 11 October 2010 | Volume 6 | Issue 10 | e1001175